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Figure 1: Central Valley Alignment
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Figure 1: Central Valley Alignment
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Figure 4: Alternative 1 : Alighment
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Figure 5: Alternative 1: Time Chainage Diagram

Central Valley - Alternative 1
CaHSR Time Chainage Diagram ARRA Section
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Figure 6: Alternative 2 & 2A: Alignment
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Figure 7: Alternative 2: Time Chainage Diagram

Central Valley - Alternative 2
CaHSR Time Chainage Diagram ARRA Section
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Figure 8: Alternative 2A: Time Chainage Diagram

CaHSR Time Chainage Diagram

Central Valley - Alternative 2A
ARRA Section

———
——
-

&

1

===

==

—
===

Ay

0

AY;

2010 3/3|  NOD/ROD - Nov'11
2a

1/a

Fresno Station

= =

Hanford Kings/Tulare

Regional Station

Corcoran Pixley Wildlife Allensworth Wasco

Refuge

Alternative #2A: $4.3 Billion (90 miles)

Shafter

Bakersfield
Station

LEGEND

Vegation restoration
Backfill, Fencing, Final Grading.
Orainage Struct., Ducts

Excavation, Backfill, Rough Grading
Site Preparation { Clear and Grub )

- Viaduct Construction
T —

e Utility Relocation

B witway relocation

Highway Over/Undercrossing Construction
Roadway Realignment & Paving Construction

Station  station Name

BNSF Connection Available

UP Connection Available

YEARS




California High Speed Rail Authority

Figure 9: Alternative 3: Alighment
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Figure 10: Alternative 3: Time Chainage Diagram
(Applies to BNSF or Hybrid alignment only)

Central Valley - Alternative 3
CaHSR Time Chainage Diagram ARRA Section
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SUMMARY SELECTION CRITERIA

Alternative 1
(110 points)

emaximum flexibility for
N/S expandability

emost effective use of available
funds

egood urban/rural mix

ebest “core” to build minimum
operating section

Approved by Board

Alternative 2/ 2A
(102/105 points)

*maximum mileage constructed
*only one EIS/EIR NOD/ROD
elittle urban construction
epossibility of stranding funds

dependant on alignment in
NOD/ROD

Alternative 3
(88 points)

*lowest risk of NOD/ROD

edependant on selection of 2 of
3 alighments in NOD/ROD

epossibility of stranding funds
dependant on alignment in
NOD/ROD

e|least expandable (phase 1)

emaximum stranding of funding



